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UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CI RCU T

No. 05-1241

MORRI S LAW  OFFI CE, P. C., A Virginia
Pr of essi onal Corporati on,

Plaintiff - Appell ee,
and
TEE ENG NEERI NG COVPANY, | NCORPORATED, A
Kent ucky Cor porati on,
Def endant - Appell ee,

ver sus

JAMES EDDI E TATUM ANN TATUM

Def endants - Appel |l ants.

Appeal from the United States District Court for the Wstern
District of Virginia, at Charlottesville. Janmes H Mchael, Jr.,
Senior District Judge. (CA-03-35)

Subm tted: August 15, 2005 Deci ded: August 24, 2005

Bef ore WLKINSON and SHEDD, Circuit Judges, and HAM LTON, Seni or
Crcuit Judge.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opi nion.

James Eddi e Tatum and Ann Tatum Appellants Pro Se. Wilton Davis
Morris, Jr., Charlottesville, Virginia, Peter Booth Vaden,



Charlottesville, Virginia; David Brian Rubi nstein, Fredericksburg,
Virginia, for Appellees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

James Eddie Tatum and Ann Tatum appeal the district
court’s order accepting the recommendati on of the magi strate judge
and granting, in part, the Murris Law Ofice’s notion for sunmary
judgnment and Tee Engineering’s notion for summary judgnent. e
find that the Tatuns failed to file tinmely objections to the
magi strate judge’s report and have therefore waived appellate

revi ew of the substance of the recomrmendati on. See Thonmms v. Arn,

474 U.S. 140, 155 (1985); Wight v. Collins, 766 F.2d 841, 845-46

(4th Cr. 1985). Accordingly, we affirm the decision of the
district court. W dispense with oral argunent because the facts
and |l egal contentions are adequately presented in the nmaterials

before the court and argunment woul d not aid the deci sional process.

AFFI RVED



